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I. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The real party in interest of this application is Hewlett-Packard Development 
Company, L-P, as evidenced by the full assignment of the pending application to 
Hewlett-Packard Company recorded starting at Reel 012594, Frame 0589, and the 
full assignment to Hewlett-Packard Development Company, L.P. recorded starting at 
Reel 014061, Frame 0492, in the Assignment Branch of the Patent and Trademark 
Office. The Hewlett-Packard Development Company, L.P., is a limited partnership 
established under the laws of the State of Texas and having a principa! place of 
business at 20555 S.H. 249 Houston, TX 77070, U.S.A. (hereinafter "HPDC"). 
HPDC is a Texas limited partnership and is a wholly-owned affiliate of Hewlett- 
- Packard Company, a Delaware Corporation, headquartered in Palo Alto, CA. The 
general or managing partner of HPDC is HPQ Holdings, LLC. 

II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

Appellant, Appellant's undersigned legal representative, and the assignee of 
the pending application are aware of no appeals or interferences which will directly 
affect, be directly affected by, or have a bearing on the Board's decision in the 
pending appeal. 

IJI. STATUS OF THE CLAIMS 

Claims 43-66 are pending, stand rejected, and are appealed. Claims 1-42 are 
canceled. 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

No amendments have been filed after the Office Action mailed November 16, 

2007. 

V, SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

Concise explanations of the subject matter defined in each of the 
independent claims and argued dependent claims involved in the appeal follow with 
respect to exemplary illustrative embodiments of the specification and figures. 

Referring to independent claim 43, receiving identification information is 
discussed at page 8, line 28 of the specification according to one embodiment. 
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Receiving threshold information is discussed at page 10, line 1 according to one 
embodiment. Formulating configuration data is discussed at page 10, line 10 
according to one embodiment. Communicating the configuration data is discussed 
at page 10, line 11 according to one embodiment. Receiving statuses is described 
at page 14, line 22 according to one embodiment. Processing statuses is described 
at page 15, line 4 according to one embodiment. Initiating an action Is described at 
page 15, line 6 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to claim 45, discovery of devices inside of a firewall is discussed at 
page 8, line 20 and page 9, line 18 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to claim 47, combination of statuses is described at page 14, line 
30 and comparison is described at page 1 5, line 3 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to claim 48, combination of statuses according to groups is 
described at page 15, line 3 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to independent claim 53, receiving identification information is 
discussed at page 8, line 28 of the specification according to one embodiment. 
Groups are described at page 8, line 28 according to one embodiment. Receiving 
statuses is described at page 14, line 22 according to one embodiment. 
Combination of statuses is described at page 14, line 30 and comparison is 
described at page 15, line 3 according to one embodiment. Initiating an action is 
described at page 1 5, line 6 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to claim 54, a communication interface is described at page 4, line 
13 according to one embodiment. Discovery of devices is discussed at page 8, line 
20 and page 9, line 18 according to one embodiment. Receiving identification: 
Information is discussed at page S, line 28 of the specification according to one 
embodiment. Receiving statuses is described at page 14, line 22 according to one 
embodiment. A vendor website which would include processing circuitry is 
described at page 8, line 7 according to one embodiment. A process executed by 
the vendor website is described at page 14, line 1 including accessing identification 
information and status information at page 14, line 22. Initiating an action is 
described at page 1 5, line 6 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to claim 57, discovery of devices inside of a firewall are discussed 
at page 8, line 20 and page 9, line 18 according to one embodiment. 
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Referring to claim 61, combinatton of statuses is described at page 14, line 
30 and comparison is described at page 15, line 3 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to claim 62, combination of statuses according to groups Is 
described at page 15, line 3 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to claim 63, setting of thresholds is discussed at page 9, line 18 . 
according to one embodiment- 
Referring to claim 64, review of data is discussed at page 13, line 12 
according to one embodiment. 

Referring to claim 65, discovery of devices inside of a firewall is discussed at 
page 8, line 20 and page 9, line 18 according to one embodiment. Receiving 
identification information is discussed at page 8, tine 28 of the specification 
according to one embodiment. Receiving statuses rs described at page 14, line 22 
according to one embodiment. 

Referring to claim 66, discovery of devices inside of a firewall is discussed at 
page 8, line 20 and page 9, line 18 according to one embodiment. 

VI. gIrOUNDS of rejection TiD BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 



A. 


The 


102 rejection of claims 43-52 and 63-64 over Sampath 


B. 


The 


102 rejection of claim 53 over Sampath. 


C- 


The 


102 rejection of claims 54-62 and 65-66 over Sampath 


D. 


The 


102 rejection of claims 45 and 57 over Sampath. 


E. 


The 


102 rejection of claims 47-48 and 61-62 over Sampath 


F. 


The 


102 rejection of claims 48 and 62 over Sampath. 


G. 


The 


102 rejection of claim 63 over Sampath. 


H. 


The 


102 rejection of claim 64 over Sampath. 


L 


The 


102 rejection of claim 65 over Sampath. 


J. 


The 


102 rejection of claim 66 over Sampath. 
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VII. ARGUMENT 

A. Positively-recited limrtations of claims 43-52 and 63-64 are not 
disclosed by Sampath and the 102 rejection is improper for at feast this reason. 

Referring to independent claim 43, the method performed by a mariagerriGnt 
device comprises receiving identificatior} ir}formatior} for a plurality of peripheral 
devices of a common network. The Office relies upon inherency in support of the 
rejection. Appellants respectfully submit that the reliance upon inherency is 
improper and the rejection is improper for at least this reason. 

In particular, the Office must provide a basis in fact and/or technical 
reasoning to reasonably support the determination that the allegedly inherent 
characteristics necessarily flow from the teachings of the applied prior art. Ex parte 
Levy, 17 USPQ2d 1461, 1464 {Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1990). MPEP 2112 IV (8^^ 
ed., rev. 5). To establish inherency, the extrinsic evidence ''must make clear that 
the missing descriptive matter is necessarily present in the thing described in the 
reference, and that it would be so recognized by persons of ordinary skill." 
Continental Can Co. v. Monsanto Co. 948 F.2d 1264, 1268, 20 USPQ2d 1746, 
1749 (Fed. Cir. 1991). Inherericy may not be established by probabilities or 
possibilities and the mere fact that a certain thing may result from a given set of 
circumstances is not sufficient. In re Robertson, 169 F.3d 743, 745, 49 USPQ2d 
1949, 1950-51 (Fed, Cir. 1999) {internal citations omitted). 

The Office relies upon the diagnostic server 100 of Sampath as teaching the 
claimed management apparatus which performs the claimed management method 
recited in claim 43. As mentioned above, the Office relies upon inherency as 
teaching the above-recited receiving limitations. However, there is no evidence that 
identification information of a plurality of peripheral devices is received by the 
diagnostic server in Sampath. Furthermore, Applicants respectfully submit that 
such limitations do not necessarily flow from the teachings of Sampath. 
Alternatives apart from the claim limitations exist, for example, where identification 
information of the devices could initially exist within the management apparatus and 
There would be no need for the identification information to be received by the 
management apparatus. Applicants respectfully submit that the limitations of 

receiving the Identification information do not necessarily flow from and are not 
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necessarily present in the teachings of Sampath. Furthermore, even if a device 
must know the identity of the devices it is to monitor as alleged by the Office, it is 
not necessary for the device to receive the identification information and such 
information can be obtained by other methods apart from the reception by the 
device. These alternatives to reception of the identification information illustrates 
the improper reliance upon inherency. 

Referring to page 2 of the Office Action, the Office alleges that the 
diagnostic server must know the identity of the device which needs service. 
However, this allegation, even if true, fails to illustrate that the reliance upon 
Inherency is proper, in particular, the identity of the device needing service could 
be determined rn ways apart from receiving identification information using a 
management apparatus as claimed. Furthermore, even if the above allegation is 
true that the diagnostic server must know the identity of the device which needs 
service, such pertains to the identification of a singis device and fails to illustrate 
that the limitations of receiving identification information for a plurality of {peripheral 
devioBS of a common network are inherent. 

Appeii&nts respectfufly submit that the Office has failed to provide a basis in . 
fact and/or technical reasoning to reasonably support the determination that the 
allegedly inherent limitations necessarily flow from the teachings of the applied prior 
art as required by the above-recited authority. 

Appellants respectfully submit that the above-recited limitations are not 
disclosed nor rendered inherent by the prior art and the 102 rejection is improper for 
at least this reason. 

Claim 43 further recites formulating configuration data configured to cause 
conflffuration of respective ones of the peripheral devices according to respective 
ones of the thresholds. 

Appellants respectfully submit that the above-recited limitations are not 
disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. 

The Office relies upon the teachings in col. 6, lines 3-26 of Sampath as 

teaching the claimed formulating. The teachings of col. 6 refer to status 

information which is received by the diagnostic server 700 f which is relied upon as 

teaching the claimed management apparatus) from the monitored e/ectrical system 

per col. 5, lines 60+ of Sampath as opposed to Information being formulated by 

PDNO, 10007584^1 
Sen's! No- - OB/976,626 
Brief of Appellant - 2 

PAGE 10/28 ' RCVD AT 4/1S/20l)S S:23:44 PM [Eastern Daylight rune] ' SVR:USPT0-EF)(RF-$/19« DNiS:27383D0 ' CSID:5098383424 ' DURATION (inin^):04-44 



04/18/2008 13:28 FAX 5098383424 



WELLS ST JOHN PS 



121011/028 



6 

the dfBgho&tfC s&rver 100. The reception of status information by the diagnostic 
server 100 of Sampath fails to teach or suggest the claimed method performed by 
the management device compr/sfng formulating configuration dat& configured to 
cause configuration of respective ones of the peripheral devices as explicitly 
claimed. 

The teachings of col. 6, lines 17+ of Sampath refer to processing of the 
status information which was previously received by the diagnostic server to 
determine whether the information is "prediction" or ''diagnostic" and fail to teach 
or suggest the claimed limitations of the management device performing the method 
comprising formulating configuration data . Furthermore, the teachings of col, 6, 
lines 3 + of Sampath disclose that prediction information is any status information 
which is pertinent to determining whether an action should be taken to avoid a 
particular outcome. Appellants have failed to uncover any teachings that the status 
information or prediction information teaches formuiating configuration data 
configured to cause configuration of respective ones of the peripherai devices 
according to respective ones of the threshoids as\explicitly claimed. 

Appellants respectfully submit that the aboVe-recited limitations are not 
' disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. 

Appellants respectfully submit that numerous limitations of the claims are not 
disclosed by the prior art and Appellants respectfully request reversal of the 102 
rejection for the above-recited numerous reasons. 

B. PositiveBy-recited limitations of claim 53 are not disclosed by Sampath 
and the 102 rejection is improper for at least this reason. 

Referring to independent claim 53. the method comprises first receiving 
identification information regarding a plurality of peripheral devices individually 
configured to consume a consumable. 

The Office relies upon inherency as allegedly teaching the above-recited 
limitations. However, the Office has failed to meet its burden of providing s basis 
in fact and/or technical reasoning to reasonably support the determination that the 
allegedly inherent characteristics necessarily ftov\^ from the teachings of the applied 
prior art. In addition, alternatives apart from the claimed limitations exist, for 
example, where identification Information of the devices could initially exist within 
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the management apparatus and there y^oul<i be no need for the identification 
information to be received by the management apparatus. Applicants respectfully 
submit that the limitations of receiving the identification information do not 
necessarily flow from and are not necessarily present in the teachings of Sampath. 
Even if the diagnostic server 100 must know the identity of the devices it is to 
monitor as alleged by the Office, it is not necessary for the device to receive the 
identification information and such information can be obtained by othor methods, 
apart from the claimed limitations iliijstrating the improper reliance upon inherency. 

In addition, claim 53 recites receiving identification information regarding s 
piuraiity of peripheral devices . The allegation by the Office that the diagnostic 
server must know the identity of the device which needs service refers to a single 
device and fails to illustrate that the limitations of receiving identification 
information regarding a plurality of peripheral devices are inherent. 

Appellants respectfully submit that the Office has failed to provide a basis in 
fact and/or technical reasoning to reasonably support the determination that the 
allegedly inherent characteristics necessarily flow from the teachings of the applied, 
prior art as required by the above-recited authority. 

Appellants respectfully submit that the above recited limitations are not 
disclosed nor rendered inherent by the prior art and the 102 rejection is improper for 
at least this reason. 

Claim 53 also recites defining a plurality of different groups individually 
comprising different ones of the peripheral devices . At page 8 of the Action, the 
Office relies upon the teachings of col. 3, iines 6-11 of Sampath as teaching these 
limitations. Appellants initially note that these teachings are from the "Summary of 
the Invention" section of Sampath as opposed to the "Detailed Description" section 
of Sampath whose teachings are relied upon as teaching other limitations of the 
claims. Furthermore, the teachings are void of any reference to "group'' or defining 
a plurality of different groups as claimed. Appellants have electronically searched 
Sampath and failed to uncover any teachings of "group" let alone the positively- 
claimed limitations of defining different groups individually comprising different ones 
of the peripheral devices. 

Appellants respectfully submit that the above recited limitations are not 

disclosed by the prior art and the 102 rejection is improper for at least this reason. 
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Claim 53 further recites for an individual one of the groups , combinmQ the 
statuses of the respective peripheref devices of the group providing combined status 
data . At pages 8-9 of the Office Action, the Office relies upon inherency and states 
that it is inherent to combine an identifier with a prpbienr} status . Appellants 
respectfully submit that statement by the Office has not been demonstrated to be 
inherent, but even if the statement was con$idered to be inherent from the 
teachings of Sampath, such fails, to teach the claimed combining. In particular, 
claim 53 recites combining the pluraf statuses of the respective peripheral devices 
of the group . Appellants respectfully submit -that the alleged inherency of 
combining an identifier with a status fails to teach the claimed limitations of 
combining the plural statuses of the piurai devices of the group providing combined 
status data as claimed. 

Appellants respectfully submit that the above recited limitations are not 
disclosed nor rendered inherent by the prior art and the 102 rejection is improper for 
at least this reason. 

Claim 53 further recites comparing the combined status data with respect to 
a threshoid . The Office fails to identify any prior art teachings which allegedly 
disclose the claimed comparing and Appellants have failed to uncover any teachings 
of the comparing of the combined status data in Sampath. 

Appellants respectfully submit that the above recited limitations are not 
disclosed by the prior art and the 102 rejection is improper for at least this reason. 

Claim 53 recites initiating an action with respect to replenishment of the 
consumable responsive to the comparing indicating the combined status data 
triggering a threshold . The Office relies upon the teachings in col. 7, lines 39-45 of 
Sampath as teaching the claimed initiating. These teachings disclose scheduling a 
service or shipping a part and fail to provide any teaching of combined status data 
let alone initiating the action responsive to the comparing indicating the combined 
status data triggerirm a threshold as positively-claimed- 

Appellants respectfully submit that the above recited limitations are not 
disclosed by the prior art. 

Appellants respectfully submit that numerous limitations of the claim are not 
disclosed by the prior art and Appellants respectfully request reversal of the 102 
rejection for the above-recited numerous reasons. 
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C, Positively-recited limitations of claims 54-62 and 65-66 are not 
dieclosed by Sampath and the 102 rejection is improper for at least this reason. 

Independent claim 54 recites a peripheral device consumable management 
apparatus. Claim 54 further recites that the management apparatus comprises a 
communications interface configured to output a communication configured to 
initiate discovery of a plurality Of penpherai devices of a common network, to 
receive identification information of the discovered peripfieraf devices responsive to 
the outputting of the communication, and to receive status information regarding a 
status of a consumable for at least one of the peripheral davices. 

Appellants respectfully submit that the above-recited limitations are not 
disclosed nor rendered inherent by the prior art and the 102 rejection is improper for 
at least this reason. 

At page 9 of the Office Action, the Office relies upon the generic teachings 
of the I/O interface 130 of Sampath as teaching the above-recited limitations. 
Applicants have failed to uncover any teachings that the I/O interface 130 (or any 
: % Other teachings of Sampath) outputs a communication configured to initiate 

discovery of a plurality of peripherai devices /\n combination with receiving 
identification information of the plural discovered peripheral devices responsive to 
the outputting of the communication. Apart from generic identification of the I/O 
interface 130. the Office fails to identify any teachings in Sampath which aliegedly 
disclose the specifically-recited limitations. 

Appellants respectfully submit that the above-recited limitations are not 
disclosed by the prior art and the 102 rejection is improper for at least this reason. 

At page 9 of the Action, the Office recites generic teachings of a controller 
120 as allegedly teaching the claimed processing circuitry. The Office has failed to 
Identify any teachings that the controller 120 of Sampath discloses the claimed 
processing circuitry configured to access the identification Information which is the 
identification information of the plural discovered peripheral devices which was 
received by the communications interface when the limitations of the processing 
circuitry are properly read in combination with the limitations of the communications 
interface of claim 54. 

Appellants respectfully submit that the above-recited limitations are not 
disclosed by the prior art. 
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Appellants respectfully subrnit that numerous limitations of the claim are not 
disclosed by the prior art and Appellants respectfully request reversal of the 102 
rejection for the above-recited numerous reasons. 

D. Positively-recited limitations of claims 45 and 57 are not disclosed by 
Sampath and the 102 rejection is improper for at least this reason. 

Claim 45 further defines the method performed by the management 
apparatus of claim 43 and recites outputtihg s plur&iity of instructions for 
communication through a firewafi associated w'th the common net^^ork, and 
wherein the instructions are configured to cause an entity inside the firewaii to 
discover presences of the peripherai devices of the common networ/c and to 
communicate the identification information corresponding to The peripheral devices * 

Claim 57 recites that the outputted communication is configured for 
communication through a firewaii associated with the common nerworfc^ and 
wherein the outputted communication comprises a plurality of. instructions 
configured to cause an entity inside the firewaii to discover presences of the 
peripherai devices of the common network. and to communicate the identification 
information using the discovered presences of the peripherai devices . 

At page 6 of the Office Action, the Office relies upon teachings in col. 2, 
lines 28-34 of Sampath in support of the rejection. Appellants initially note that 
these teachings are from the "Summary of the Invention" section of Sampath as 
opposed to the "Detailed DescripTlon" section of Sampath whose teachings are 
reli^^d upon as teaching other limitations of the claims; 

Furthermore, the teachings in col. 2, lines 28-34 merely generically disclose 
that systems and methods of Sampath may be used to account for network 
security features such as firewalls. This generic reference in the Summary section 
of Sampath to a firewall fails to teach or suggest outputting a plurality of 
instructions for communication through a firewall associated with the common 
network (claim 45) or that the outputted communication is configured for 
communication through a firewaii associated with the common network (claim 57). 
Furthermore, Sampath is void of teaching instructions configured to cause an entity 
inside the firewall to discover presences of the peripherai devices of the common 
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network &nd to communicate tho identification information corresponding to the 
peripheral devices as recited in claims 45 and 57. 

Appellants respectfully submit that limitations of the claim are not disclosed 
by the prior art and Appellants respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejection for 
the above-recited numerous reasons. 

E. Positively-redted limitations of claims 47-48 and 61-62 are not 
disclosed by Sampath and the 102 rejection is improper fnr at least this reason. 

The claims recite combining the statuses for plural peripheral devices to 
provide combined status data^ and comparing the combined status data with 
respect to an order threshold, and initiating responsive to the combined data 
triggering the order threshold. 

The Office relies upon inherency in support of the position that Sampath 
teaches combining the statuses of the plural peripheral devices. The Office alleges 
. that it is mandatory that a failing device combine its identifier with its problem 
' status. However, the combination of an identifier with a status fails to teach 
combining statuses of plural peripheral devices as positively-recited in the claims., -r 

Appellants respectfully submit that limitations of the claim are not disclosed 
by the prior art and the reliance upon inherency is improper. Appellants respectfully 
request reversal of the 102 rejection for the above-recited numerous reasons. 

F. Positively-recited limitations of claims 48 and 62 are not disclosed by 
Sampath and the 102 rejection Is improper for at least this reasons 

The claims recite defining a plurality of different groups of the peripheral 
devices, and the combining the statuses comprises combining the statuses of the 
peripheral devices of one of the groups^ 

The Office has relied upon the teachings of col, 3, lines 6-11 of Sampath as 
allegedly teaching the above-recited limitations. Appellants note that the Summary 
of the Invention teachings relied upon by the Office are void of any reference to 
^group"^ or defining a plurality of different groups as claimed. Appellants have 
electronically searched Sampath and failed to uncover any teachings of "group" let 
alone the positively-claimed limitations of defining different groups of the peripheral 
devices. 
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Appellants respectfully submit that the above-recited limitations regarding 
defining groups are not disclosed nor rendered inherent by the prior art and the 102 
rejection is improper for at least this reason. 

In addition, the teachings of col. 3, lines 6-11 of Sampath are void of 
teaching or suggesting combining the statuses of plural peripheral devices of one of 
the groups as positively-claimed. 

Referring to page 11 of the Action, the Office relies upon inherency in 
support of the position that Sampath teaches combining thd statuses of the plural 
peripheral devices. The Office alleges that it is mandatory that a fsilfng device 
combine its identifier with its problem status. However, the combination of an 
Identifier with a single status fails to teach combining statuses of plur&l peripheral 
devices as positively-recited in the claims. 

Appellants respectfully submit that limitations of the claim are not disclosed 
by the prior art and the reliance upon inherency is improper. Appellants respectfully 
request reversal of the 102 rejection for the above-recited numerous reasons. 

G. ^ Positively-recited {imitations of claim;63 are not disclosed by Sampath ; 
and the 102 rejection is improper for at least this reason. 

Claim 63 recites that the peripheral device management method performed 
by the management apparatus comprises formulating the configuration data to 
cause the configuration comprising setting the thresholds of the peripheral devices , 

' ' ' The Office at page 1 2 of the Office Action relies upon the teachings of col; 
6, lines 3-26 of Sanripgth in support of the rejection. These teachings merely state 
that the circuit 150 of the diagnostic server for one example receives status 
information from one printer with respect to one threshold and can help avert a 
particular failure in the printer. This analysis of status information received from a 
printer for one threshold as taught by Sampath is void of any teachings regarding 
setting thresholds of peripheral devices let alone the specifically claimed formulating 
the configuration data to cause the configuration of the peripheral devices 
comprising setting the thresholds of the peripheral devices . 

Appellants respectfully submit that limitations of the claim are not disclosed 
by the prior art. Appellants respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejection for the 
above-recited numerous reasons. 
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H. Positively-recited limitations of claim 64 are not disclosed by Sampath 
and the 102 rejection is improper for at least this reason. 

Claim 64 recites that the communicating of the peripheral device 
management method performed by the management apparatus of claim 43 
comprises first communicating the configuration data to an entity for review of tfie 
configuration data and second communicating the configuration data to the 
peripheral devices to cause the configuration of the peripheral devices after the 
review by the entity . 

The Office at page 12 of the Office Action relies upon the teachings of col. 
6, lines 3-26 of Sampath in support of the rejection. These teachings merely state 
that the circuit 150 of the diagnostic server for one example receives status 
information from one printer with respect to one threshold and can help avert a 
particular failure in the printer. This analysis of status information received from a 
printer for one threshold as taught by Sampath is void of any teachings regarding 
communicating configuration data to an entity for review of the configuration data. 
The teachings of col. 6 relied upon by the Examiner are also void of teaching :or 
suggesting any configuration, of the peripheral devices let alone second '\ 
communicating the configuration data to the peripheral devices to cause the ^ 
configuration of the peripheral devices after the review by the entity . 

Appellants respectfully submit that limitations of the claim are not disclosed 
by the prior art. Appellants respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejection for the 
above-recited numerous reasons. 

I. Positively-recited limitations of claim 65 are not disclosed by Sampath 
and the 102 rejection is improper for at least this reason. 

Claim 65 recites the communications interface of the peripheral device 
consumable management apparatus outputs the communication to initiate discovery 
of the plurality of peripheral devices of the common network, receives the 
identification information of the discovered peripheral devices responsive to the 
outputting of the communication^ and receives the status information regarding the 
status of the consumable for the at least one of the peripheral devices. 

Positively-recited limitations of claim 65 are not disclosed by Sampath and 
the 102 rejection is improper for at least this reason. 
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The Office relies upon the generic teachings of the I/O interface 130 in 
support of the rejection. Appellants have failed to uncover any teachings in 
Sampath with respect to interface 130 of the claimed discovery. In addition. 
Appellant has electronically searched Sampath and failed to uncover any reference 
to "discovery" therein, let alone discovery of piural peripheral devices of 3 common 
network as claimed. Furthermore, Appellants have failed to uncover any teachings 
in Sampath of the positively-recited limitations of the communications interface of 
the peripheral device consumable management apparatus receiving identification 
information of the discovered peripheral devices responsive to the outputting tiie 
communication. 

Appellants respectfully submit that limitations of the claim are not disclosed 
by the prior art and the reliance upon inherency is improper. Appellants respectfully 
request reversal of the 102 rejection for the above-recited, numerous reasons. 

J. Positlveiy-recited limitations of claim 66 are not disclosed by Sampath 
: arid the 102 rejection is improper for at least this reason. 

Claim 66 recites the processing dircuitry of the peripheral device consumable 
management apparatus is configured ta controi the communications interface to 
output the communication to initiate the discovery of the plurality of peripheral 
devices of the common network . 

Positively-recited limitations of clainri 66 are not disclosed by Sampath and 
the 102 rejection is improper for at least this reason. 

The Office relies upon the teachings of col, 6, lines 51-58 of Sampath in 
support of the 102 rejection. These teachings refer to routing of received status 
information and are void of any teaching or suggestion of discovery of peripheral 
devices or that the processing circuitry is configured to output the communication 
to initiate the discovery of the peripheral devices as specifically claimed. In 
. addition. Appellant has electronically searched Sampath and failed to uncover any 
reference to ''discovery" therein let alone discovery of plural peripheral devices of 
the common network as claimed 

Appellants respectfully submit that limitations of the claim are not disclosed 
by the prior art and the reliance upon inherency is improper. Appellants respectfully 
request reversal of the 102 rejection for the above-recited numerous reasons, 
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K. Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, reversal of the rejections of the claims is 
respectfully requested. For any one of the above-stated reasons, the rejections of 
the respective claims should be reversed. In combination, the above-stated reasons 
overwhelmingly support such reversal. Accordingly, Appellants respectfully request 
that the Board reverse the rejections of the claims. 



Respectfully submitted. 





James D. Shaurette 
Reg. No. 39,833 
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VIII. APPENDIX A - THE CLAIMS INVOLVED IN THIS APPEAL 



1 43. [Previously Presented] A peripheral device management method 

2 performed by a management' apparatus, the method comprising: 

3 first receiving identification information for a plurality of peripheral 

4 devices of a comrnon network; 

5 second receiving threshold information regarding a plurality of thresholds 

6 corresponding to operations of respective ones of the peripheral devices^ 

7 formulating configuration data configured to cause configuration of 

8 respective ones of the peripheral devices according to respective ones of the 

9 thresholds; 

10 communicating the configuration data to the peripheral devices using the 

1 1 identification information; 

12 after the communicating, third receiving statuses corresponding to the 
1 3 thresholds from respective ones of the peripheral devices; 

1 4 processing the statuses; and 

15 initiating an action with respect to the statuses of the peripheral devices 

16 responsive to the processing* % 

1 44. [Previously Presented] The method of claim 43 wherein the 

2 method is performed by the management apparatus comprising a server in 

3 communication with the common network, and wherein the receivings, the 

4 formulating, the communicating, the processing and the initiating individualiy ^ 

5 comprise acts performed by the server, 

1 45, (Previously Presented] The method of claim 43 further comprising 

2 outputting a plurality of instructions for communication through a firewall 

3 associated with the common network, and wherein the instructions are 

4 configured to cause an entity inside the firewall to discover presences of the 

5 peripheral devices of the common network and to communicate the 

6 identification information corresponding to the peripheral devices responsive to 

7 the discovery. 
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1 46. [Previously Presented] The method of claim 43 wherein the 

2 statuses are indicative of levels of consumables for respective ones of at least 

3 some of the peripheral devices, wherein the consumables are consumed during 

4 operations of respective ones of the peripheral devices, wherein the processing 

5 of the statuses indicates triggering of the thresholds for respective ones of the 

6 peripheral devices, and wherein the initiating comprises initiating shipment of the 

7 consumables, 

1 47. [Previously Presented] The method of claim 46 wherein the 

2 processing comprises: 

3 combining the statuses to provide combined status data; and 

4 comparing the combined Status data with respect to an order threshold, 

5 and wherein the initiating the shipment of the consumable comprises initiating 

6 responsive to the combined data triggering the order threshold. 

1 48. [Previously Presented] The method of claim 47 further comprising 

2 defining a plurality of different groups of the peripheral devices, and the 

3 combining the statuses comprises combining the statuses of the peripheral 

4 devices of one of the groups. 

1 49. [Previously Presented] The method of claim 43 wherein the 

2 'Statuses are indicative of levels of consumables for respective ones of the 

3 -peripheral devices, wherein the consumables are consumed during operations of 

4 respective ones of the peripheral devices, wherein the processing of the statuses 

5 indicates triggering of the thresholds for .respective ones of the peripheral 

6 devices, and wherein the initiating comprises initiating outputting of information 

7 indicative of the levels of the consumables for communication to an entity. 

1 50. [Previously Presented] The method of claim 43 wherein the 

2 statuses are individually indicative of triggering of a maintenance threshold 

3 indicative of a predetermined amount of operations performed by a respective 

4 one of the peripheral devices, and wherein the initiating comprises initiating 

5 outputting of a maintenance service request to request maintenance of at least 
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6 one of the peripheral devices, 

1 51. [Previously Presented] The method of claim 4^3 wherein the 

2 initiating comprises initiating communication of a request for authorization with 

3 respect to replenishment of a consumable for at least one of the peripheral 

4 devices. 

1 ' 52. [Previously Presented] The method of claim 43 wherein the 

2 initiating comprises snitiating communication of a request for authorization with 

3 respect to performing maintenance for at least one of the peripheral devices. 

1 53. [Previously Presented] A peripheral device consumable 

2 management method comprising: 

3 first receiving identification information regarding a plurality of peripheral 

4 devices individually configured to consume a consumable; 

5 defining a plurality of different groups individually comprising different 

6 ones of the peripheral devices; r : ' 

7 receiving statuses from the peripheral devices indicating replenishment of 

8 the consumable is desired for respective ones of the peripheral devices; 

9 for an individuaf one of the groups, combining the statuses of the 

10 respective peripheral devices of the group providing combined status data; 

11 comparing the combined status data with respect to a threshold; and 

12 : initiating an action with respect to replenishment of the consumable for 

13 the peripheral devices of the group responsive to the comparing indicating the. 

14 combined status data triggering the threshold. 

1 54. [Previously Presented] A peripheral device consumable 

2 management apparatus comprising: 

3 a communications interface configured to output a communication 

4 configured to initiate discovery of a plurality of peripheral devices of a common 

5 network, to receive identification information of the discovered peripheral 

6 devices responsive to the outputting of the communication, and to receive 
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7 status information regarding a status of a consumable for at least one of the 

8 peripheral devices; and 

9 processing circuitry coupled with the communications interface and 

10 configured to access the Identification information and the status information, to 

1 1 process the status information, and to initiate an action with respect to 
1 2 replenishment of the consumable for the at least one of the peripheral devices 
1 3 responsive to the processing of the status information. 

1 55. [Previously Presented] The apparatus of claim 54 wherein the 

2 communications interface is configured to receive information defining a plurality 

3 of thresholds corresponding to levels at which replenishment of the consumable 

4 is desired for respective ones of the peripheral devices, and to control the 

5 communications interface to output configuration data configured to configure 

6 respective ones of the peripheral devices according to respective ones of the 

7 thresholds. 

1 56. (Previously Presented] The apparatus of claim 54 wherein the 

2 communications interface andi. the processing circuitry, are components of the 

3 management apparatus comprising a web server. 

1 57. [Previously Presented] The apparatus of claim 54 wherein the 

2 outputted communication is configured for communication through a firewall 

3 associated w/ith the common network; and' wherein the outputted 

4 communication comprises a plurality of instructions configured to cause an 

5 entity inside the firewall to discover presences of the peripheral devices of the 

6 common network and to communicate the identification information using the 

7 discovered presences of the peripheral devices. 

1 53. [Previously Presented] The apparatus of claim 54 wherein the 

2 processing circuitry is configured to initiate the action comprising initiating 

3 communication of an order for the consumable. 
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1 59. [Previously Presented! The apparatus of claim 58 wherein the 

2 processing circuitry is configured to initiate the action responsive to the 

3 processing of the status information indicating the status of the consumable for 

4 the at least one of the peripheral devices triggering a threshold. 

1 60. (Previously Presented] The apparatus of claim 54 wherein the 

2 processing circuitry is configured to initiate the action comprising initiating 

3 shipment of the consumable. 

1 61. [Previously Presented] The apparatus of claim 54 wherein the 

2 status information indicates statuses of the consumable for a plurality of the 
» 3 peripheral devices are below respective thresholds for the consumable for 

4 respective ones of the peripheral devices, and wherein the processing circuitry is 

5 configured to process the status information comprising combining the statuses 

6 providing combined status data, and to compare the combined status data to an 

7 order threshold, and wherein the processing circuitry is configured to initiate the 

8 ~ action responsive to the comparison of the combined status data triggering the 

9 order threshold. 

1 62. [Previously Presented] The apparatus of claim 61 wherein the 

2 processing circuitry is configured to define a plurality of different groups of the 

3 peripheral devices, and wherein the processing circuitry is configured to combine 

4 the statuses, of the peripheral devices of one of the groups to provide the 

5 combined status data. 

1 63. [Previously Presented) The method of claim 43 wherein the 

2 formulating comprises formulating the configuration data to cause the 

3 configuration comprising setting the thresholds of the peripheral devices. 

1 64, [Previously Presented] The method of claim 43 wherein the 

2 communicating comprises first communicating the configuration data to an 

3 entity for review of the configuration data and second communicating the 

4 configuration data to the peripheral devices to cause the configuration of the 
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peripheral devices after the review by the entity. 



1 



65. [Previously Presented] The apparatus of claim 54 wherein the 



2 communications interface outputs the communication to initiate discovery of the 

3 plurality of peripheral devices of the common network, receives the identification 

4 information of the discovered peripheral devices responsive to the outputting of 

5 the commumcation, and receives the status information regarding the status of 

6 the consumable for the at least one of the peripheral devices. 

1 66. [Previously Presented] The apparatus of claim 54 wherein the 

2 processing circuitry is configured to control the communications interface to 

3 output the communication to Initiate the discovery of the plurality of peripheral 

4 devices of the common network. 
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IX. APPENDIX B - EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

Appellants submit no evidence with this appellate brief. 
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RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

Appellants are not aware of any related proceedings. 
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